A importância da diversidade de idéias nas Comissões de Ética para análise de projetos de pesquisa W ith the advance in Medicine that in the last decades has been stamped by the practice based on evidence, in which clinic decisions are guided by results of scientific studies and no more only by the experience and perception of renowned professionals, more interest has progressively been pointed out on behalf of institutions engaged in teaching and medical assistance, by encouraging the carring out of clinic studies ( 1).
The reasoning is also valid in making up scientific commissions for developing topics to lectures in congresses. In case the commission consists mainly of super-specialists, the level of the scientific program tends to be advanced, for this is the reality of the organizers and, if questioned, they will probably claim that in their experience this is the level of lecture the audience expects. The problem lies in the notion of "in his experience", because although the decision could be correct, when considering his peers, what happens is that a scientific meeting is usually made up by congressists with heterogenious technical knowledge. This distortion can be solved, for example, with a scientific commission made up of super-specialists, generalists and specialists in teaching residents. That is the assurance that all the interests will be considered, for different perceptions will be exposed. In this case, discussions for defining the topics will probably be longer, many times with no consensus; nevertheless, the result will be more impartial from the viewpoint of the several parts involved.
Resuming the discussion about Ethics Commission in Research, the main concern of the appraisers is with the integrity of the research subjects who take over a vulnerable position in the doctor-patient relationship. In the condition of sick people, the research subjects will not refuse invitation from the medical staff to take part in scientific studies. Therefore, the mission of the Commission is to associate the necessity of development of Medicine based in evidences with the preservation of the research subjects. And one of the guarantees that all points of view are considered is the plurality of perceptions and opinions among the participants of the Commission.
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